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also provide to the small business the
name, phone number and address of the
applicable SBA PCR (or if a PCR is not
assigned to the procuring activity, the
SBA Office of Government Contracting
Area Office serving the area in which
the buying activity is located).

(iii) When the procuring activity
intends to proceed with an acquisition
involving bundled or substantially
bundled procurement requirements, it
must document the acquisition strategy
to include a determination that the
bundling is necessary and justified,
when compared to the benefits that
could be derived from meeting the
agency’s requirements through separate
smaller contracts.

(A) The procuring activity may
determine a consolidated requirement to
be necessary and justified if, as
compared to the benefits that it would
derive from contracting to meet those
requirements if not consolidated, it
would derive measurably substantial
benefits. The procuring activity must
quantify the identified benefits and
explain how their impact would be
substantial. Measurably substantial
benefits include any one, or more, of the
following in any combination, or in the
aggregate:

(1) Cost savings and/or price
reduction;

(2) Quality improvements that will
save time or improve or enhance
performance or efficiency;

(3) Reduction in acquisition cycle
times;

(4) Better terms and conditions; or
(5) Any other quantifiably substantial

benefits.
(B) The reduction of administrative or

personnel costs alone shall not be a
justification for bundling of contract
requirements unless the administrative
or personnel cost savings are expected
to be substantial, in relation to the
dollar value of the procurement to be
consolidated (including options).

(C) In assessing whether cost savings
and/or a price reduction would be
achieved through bundling, the
procuring activity and SBA must
compare the price that has been charged
by small businesses for the work that
they have performed and, where
available, the price that could have been
or could be charged by small businesses
for the work not previously performed
by small business.

(4) Substantial bundling. Where a
proposed procurement strategy involves
a substantial bundling of contract
requirements, the procuring agency
must, in the documentation of that
strategy, include a determination that
the anticipated benefits of the proposed

bundled contract justify its use, and
must include, at a minimum:

(i) The analysis for bundled
requirements set forth in paragraph
(d)(3)(iii) of this section;

(ii) An assessment of the specific
impediments to participation by small
business concerns as prime contractors
that will result from the substantial
bundling;

(iii) Actions designed to maximize
small business participation as prime
contractors, including provisions that
encourage small business teaming for
the substantially bundled requirement;
and

(iv) Actions designed to maximize
small business participation as
subcontractors (including suppliers) at
any tier under the contract or contracts
that may be awarded to meet the
requirements.

(5) Significant subcontracting
opportunity. (i) Where a bundled or
substantially bundled requirement
offers a significant opportunity for
subcontracting, the procuring agency
must designate the following factors as
significant factors in evaluating offers:

(A) A factor that is based on the rate
of participation provided under the
subcontracting plan for small business
in the performance of the contract; and

(B) For the evaluation of past
performance of an offeror, a factor that
is based on the extent to which the
offeror attained applicable goals for
small business participation in the
performance of contracts.

(ii) Where the offeror for such a
bundled contract qualifies as a small
business concern, the procuring agency
must give to the offeror the highest score
possible for the evaluation factors
identified in paragraph (d)(5)(i) of this
section.

5. Section 125.6 is amended by
adding the following new paragraph (g)
at the end thereof:

§ 125.6 Prime contractor performance
requirements (limitations on
subcontracting).

* * * * *
(g) Where an offeror is exempt from

affiliation under § 121.103(f)(3) of this
chapter and qualifies as a small business
concern, the performance of work
requirements set forth in this section
apply to the cooperative effort of the
team or joint venture, not its individual
members.

Dated: December 22, 1998.
Aida Alvarez,
Administrator.
[FR Doc. 99–560 Filed 1–12–99; 8:45 am]
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SUMMARY: This document proposes to
supersede Airworthiness Directive (AD)
97–17–03, which currently requires
inspecting the 1⁄4-inch and 5⁄16-inch bolt
hole areas on the lower spar caps for
fatigue cracking on Ayres S2R series and
Model 600 S2D airplanes, and replacing
any lower spar cap where fatigue
cracking is found. That AD resulted
from an accident on an Ayres S2R series
airplane where the wing separated from
the airplane in flight. The proposed AD
would retain the initial inspection and
possible replacement requirements of
AD 97–17–03, would require the
inspections to be repetitive, would add
certain Ayres airplanes to the
Applicability of the AD, would change
the initial compliance time for all
airplanes, and would arrange the
affected airplanes into four groups
instead of three based on usage and
configurations. The actions specified by
the proposed AD are intended to detect
fatigue cracking of the lower spar caps,
which could result in the wing
separating from the airplane with
consequent loss of control of the
airplane.
DATES: Comments must be received on
or before March 15, 1999.
ADDRESSES: Submit comments in
triplicate to the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Central Region,
Office of the Regional Counsel,
Attention: Rules Docket No. 98–CE–56–
AD, Room 1558, 601 E. 12th Street,
Kansas City, Missouri 64106. Comments
may be inspected at this location
between 8 a.m. and 4 p.m., Monday
through Friday, holidays excepted.

Service information that applies to the
proposed AD may be obtained from the
Ayres Corporation, P.O. Box 3090, One
Rockwell Avenue, Albany, Georgia
31706–3090. This information also may
be examined at the Rules Docket at the
address above.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Satish Lall, Aerospace Engineer, FAA,
Atlanta Aircraft Certification Office,



2158 Federal Register / Vol. 64, No. 8 / Wednesday, January 13, 1999 / Proposed Rules

One Crown Center, 1895 Phoenix
Boulevard, Suite 450, Atlanta, Georgia
30349; telephone: (770) 703–6082;
facsimile: (770) 703–6097.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited
Interested persons are invited to

participate in the making of the
proposed rule by submitting such
written data, views, or arguments as
they may desire. Communications
should identify the Rules Docket
number and be submitted in triplicate to
the address specified above. All
communications received on or before
the closing date for comments, specified
above, will be considered before taking
action on the proposed rule. The
proposals contained in this notice may
be changed in light of the comments
received.

Comments are specifically invited on
the overall regulatory, economic,
environmental, and energy aspects of
the proposed rule. All comments
submitted will be available, both before
and after the closing date for comments,
in the Rules Docket for examination by
interested persons. A report that
summarizes each FAA-public contact
concerned with the substance of this
proposal will be filed in the Rules
Docket.

Commenters wishing the FAA to
acknowledge receipt of their comments
submitted in response to this notice
must submit a self-addressed, stamped
postcard on which the following
statement is made: ‘‘Comments to
Docket No. 98–CE–56–AD.’’ The
postcard will be date stamped and
returned to the commenter.

Availability of NPRMs
Any person may obtain a copy of this

NPRM by submitting a request to the
FAA, Central Region, Office of the
Regional Counsel, Attention: Rules
Docket No. 98–CE–56–AD, Room 1558,
601 E. 12th Street, Kansas City, Missouri
64106.

Discussion
AD 97–17–03, Amendment 39–10105

(62 FR 43926, August 18, 1997),
currently requires the following on
Ayres S2R series and Model 600 S2D
airplanes:
—Inspecting the 1⁄4-inch and 5⁄16-inch

bolt hole areas on the lower spar caps
for fatigue cracking; and

—Replacing any lower spar cap where
fatigue cracking is found.
AD 97–17–03 superseded AD 97–13–

11 (62 FR 36978, July 10, 1997), which
required the same actions but contained
an incorrect designation of the Model
S2R–R1340 airplanes.

Accomplishment of the inspection is
required in accordance with Ayres
Service Bulletin No. SB–AG–39, dated
September 17, 1996. This inspection
utilizes magnetic particle procedures
and must follow American Society for
Testing Materials (ASTM) E1444–94A,
using wet particles meeting the
requirements of the Society for
Automotive Engineers (SAE) AMS 3046.
This inspection is to be accomplished
by a Level 2 or Level 3 inspector
certified using the guidelines
established by the American Society for
Nondestructive Testing or MIL–STD–
410.

Accomplishment of the replacement,
if necessary, is required in accordance
with the applicable maintenance
manual.

That AD resulted from an accident on
an Ayres S2R series airplane where the
wing separated from the airplane in
flight. Investigation of all resources
available to the FAA at the time of the
accident showed nine occurrences of
fatigue cracking in the lower spar caps
of Ayres S2R airplanes, specifically
emanating from the 1⁄4-inch and 5⁄16-
inch bolt holes. Investigation of the
above-referenced accident revealed that
the cause can be attributed to fatigue
cracks emanating from the 1⁄4-inch and
5⁄16-inch bolt holes in the left lower spar
cap. Because the Ayres Model 600 S2D
airplanes have a similar type design to
that of the S2R series airplanes, they
were included in the Applicability of
AD 97–17–03.

Data accumulated by the FAA
indicates that the fatigue cracks on these
Ayres S2R series airplanes become
detectable at different times based upon
the type of engines and design of the
airplane. With this in mind, the FAA
categorized these airplanes into three
groups for the Applicability of AD 97–
17–03:
—Group 1 airplanes have steel spar caps

with aluminum webs. These airplanes
are capable of carrying heavier loads
and data indicated that the
inspections in the affected areas of the
lower spar caps required by AD 97–
17–03 should begin upon the
accumulation of 2,700 hours time-in-
service (TIS);

—Group 2 airplanes have steel spar caps
with steel webs. Because of the steel
webs as opposed to aluminum, data
indicated that the inspections in the
affected areas of the lower spar caps
required by AD 97–17–03 should
begin upon the accumulation of 4,300
hours TIS; and

—Group 3 airplanes, which are the ones
manufactured first, have steel spars
with aluminum webs and low

horsepower radial engines, and thus
do not have the ability to carry as
much weight as airplanes in the other
two groups. Data indicated that the
inspections in the affected areas of the
lower spar caps required by AD 97–
17–03 should begin upon the
accumulation of 9,000 hours TIS.
Manufacture of the affected airplanes

began in 1965 with the airplanes
incorporating the lower horsepower
radial engines. Many of the airplane
models referenced in AD 97–17–03 are
still currently in production. These
airplanes are used in agricultural
operations and average 500 hours TIS
annually. With this in mind, some of the
earlier manufactured airplanes could
have as many as 16,000 hours total TIS.

Actions Since Issuance of Previous Rule

Since the issuance of both AD 97–13–
11 and AD 97-17–03, the FAA has
received data specifying 29 additional
occurrences of fatigue cracks found in
the lower spar caps of Ayres S2R and
Model 600 S2D airplanes. The data from
these occurrences indicate the
following:
—Several of these occurrences involved

airplanes that had not accumulated
enough hours to require the initial
inspection of AD 97–17–03;

—Detectable cracks could still develop
after the initial inspection on the
affected airplanes; and

—The following airplanes were recently
manufactured and have a similar type
design to that of the airplanes affected
by AD 97–17–03:

Model Serial numbers

S2R–T34 ... T34–227 through T34–232,
T34–234, and T34–236.

S2R–G6 ..... G6–147.
S2R–G10 ... G10–139, G10–140, and G10–

141

Relevant Service Information

The Ayres Corporation has issued
Service Bulletin No. SB–AG–39, Rev. 1,
dated December 12, 1997, which adds
the above-referenced airplanes, specifies
that the inspection be repetitive, and
references different compliance times
for the repetitive inspections depending
on whether the method used is magnetic
particle, ultrasonic, or eddy current.
Procedures for the inspection are
contained in Ayres Service Bulletin No.
SB–AG–39, dated September 17, 1996.
Ayres Custom Kit No. CK–AG–29, dated
December 23, 1997, includes procedures
for reworking the spar cap if a small
crack is found in the 1⁄4-inch spar cap
hole; and includes procedures for
replacing the butterfly center splice
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plate, part number 20211–3, from the aft
surface of the wing spar join area.

The FAA’s Determination
After examining the circumstances

and reviewing all available information
related to the incidents described above,
the FAA has determined that:
—The above-referenced airplanes

should be added to the Applicability
of AD 97–17–03;

—The inspections should be repetitive;
—The initial compliance time should be

changed for all airplanes;
—The affected airplanes should be

arranged into four groups instead of
three based on usage and
configurations; and

—AD action should be taken to continue
to detect fatigue cracking of the lower
spar caps, which could result in the
wing separating from the airplane
with consequent loss of control of the
airplane.

Explanation of the Provisions of the
Proposed AD

Since an unsafe condition has been
identified that is likely to exist or
develop in other Ayres 600 S2D and
S2R airplanes of the same type design,
the FAA is proposing AD action to
supersede AD 97–17–03. The proposed
AD would retain the inspection and
replacement (if necessary) of the lower
spar caps that are currently required in
AD 97–17–03; and would make these
inspections repetitive, would add
additional airplanes to the Applicability
of the AD, would change the initial
compliance time for all airplanes, and
would arrange the affected airplanes
into four groups instead of three based
on usage and configurations.

Accomplishment of the actions
specified in this NPRM would be
required in accordance with the service
information previously referenced, as
applicable.

Cost Impact
The FAA estimates that 1,000

airplanes in the U.S. registry would be
affected by the proposed AD, that it
would take approximately 3 workhours
per airplane to accomplish the proposed
initial inspection, and that the average
labor rate is approximately $60 an hour.
Parts to accomplish the proposed initial
inspection cost approximately $417 per
airplane. Based on these figures, the
total cost impact of the proposed AD on
U.S. operators is estimated to be
$597,000, or $597 per airplane. This
figure only takes into account the cost
of the proposed initial inspection and
does not take into account the cost of
proposed repetitive inspections. The
FAA has no way of determining how

many repetitive inspections each
owner/operator of the affected airplanes
would incur.

In addition, these figures are based
upon the presumption that no affected
airplane operator has accomplished the
proposed inspection, and does not take
into account the cost for replacement if
a crack is found. The FAA has no way
of determining the number of wing spar
caps that may need to be replaced based
upon the results of the proposed
inspections.

Regulatory Impact

The regulations proposed herein
would not have substantial direct effects
on the States, on the relationship
between the national government and
the States, or on the distribution of
power and responsibilities among the
various levels of government. Therefore,
in accordance with Executive Order
12612, it is determined that this
proposal would not have sufficient
federalism implications to warrant the
preparation of a Federalism Assessment.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify that this action (1) is not a
‘‘significant regulatory action’’ under
Executive Order 12866; (2) is not a
‘‘significant rule’’ under DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034, February 26, 1979); and (3) if
promulgated, will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act. A copy of the draft
regulatory evaluation prepared for this
action has been placed in the Rules
Docket. A copy of it may be obtained by
contacting the Rules Docket at the
location provided under the caption
ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Safety.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, the Federal Aviation
Administration proposes to amend 14
CFR part 39 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§ 39.13 [Amended]

2. Section 39.13 is amended by
removing Airworthiness Directive (AD)
97–17–03, Amendment 39–10105 (62

FR 43926, August 18, 1997), and by
adding a new AD to read as follows:

Ayres Corporation: Docket No. 98–CE–56–
AD; Supersedes AD 97–17–03,
Amendment 39–10105.

Applicability: Airplanes with the following
model and serial number designations with
or without a -DC or -X suffix, certificated in
any category:

GROUP 1 AIRPLANES

Model Serial numbers

S–2R .......... 5000R through 5099R, except
5010R, 5031R, 5038R,
5047R, and 5085R.

S2R–R1340 R1340–011, R1340–012,
R1340–019, R1340–020,
R1340–024, R1340–025, and
R1340–027.

S2R–R1820 R1820–001 through 1820–035.
S2R–T34 ... 6000R through 6049R, T34–

001 through T34–143, T34–
145, T34–147 through T34–
167, T34–171, T34–180, and
T34–181*.

S2R–T15 ... T15–001 through T15–033**.
S2R–T11 ... T11–001 through T11–005.
S2R–G1 ..... G1–101 through G1–106.

*The serial numbers of the Model S2R–T34
airplanes could incorporate T34-xxx, T36-xxx,
T41-xxx, or T42-xxx. This AD applies to all of
these serial number designations as they are
all Model S2R–T34 airplanes.

**The serial numbers of the Model S2R–T15
airplanes could incorporate T15-xx and T27-
xx. This AD applies to both of these serial
number designations as they are both Model
S2R–T15 airplanes.

GROUP 2 AIRPLANES

Model Serial numbers

S2R–R1340 R1340–028 through R1340–
035.

S2R–R1820 R1820–036.
S2R–T65 ... T65–001 through T65–017.
S2RHG–

T65.
T65–002 through T65–017.

S2R–T34 ... T34–144, T34–146, T34–168,
T34–169, T34–172 through
T34–179, and T34–189
through T34–232, T34–234*.

S2R–T45 ... T45–001 through T45–014.
S2R–G6 ..... G6–101 through G6–147.
S2R–G10 ... G10–101 through G10–138,

G10–140, and G10–141**.
S2R–G5 ..... G5–101 through G5–105.

* The serial numbers of the Model S2R–T34
airplanes could incorporate T34-xxx, T36-xxx,
T41-xxx, or T42-xxx. This AD applies to all of
these serial number designations as they are
all Model S2R–T34 airplanes.

** The bolt holes in the Model S2R–G10 air-
planes, S/N’s G10–137, G10–140, and G10–
141 only, have been cold worked at the Ayres
factory. The repetitive inspection intervals for
the airplanes incorporating these three serial
numbers should follow those given for cold
worked holes presented in the Repetitive In-
spections chart in the Compliance section of
this AD.
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GROUP 3 AIRPLANES*

Model Serial numbers

600 S2D .... All serial numbers beginning
with 600–1311D.

S–2R .......... 1380R and 1416R through
4999R.

S2R–R1340 R1340–001 through R1340–
010, R1340–013 through
R1340–018, R1340–021
through R1340–023, and
R1340–026.

S2R–R3S ... R3S–001 through R3S–011.

* Any Group 3 airplane that has been modi-
fied with a hopper of a capacity over 410 gal-
lons, a piston engine greater than 600 horse-
power, or any gas turbine engine makes the
airplane a Group 1 airplane for the purposes
of this AD. The owner/operator must inspect
the airplane at the Group 1 compliance time
specified in the Compliance section of this AD.

GROUP 4 AIRPLANES

Model Serial numbers

S–2R .......... 5010R, 5031R, 5038R, 5047R,
and 5085R.

S2R–T34 ... T34–236.
S2R–G1 ..... G1–107, G1–108.
S2R–G10 ... G10–139.

Note 1: This AD applies to each airplane
identified in the preceding applicability
provision, regardless of whether it has been
modified, altered, or repaired in the area
subject to the requirements of this AD. For
airplanes that have been modified, altered, or
repaired so that the performance of the
requirements of this AD is affected, the
owner/operator must request approval for an
alternative method of compliance in
accordance with paragraph (e) of this AD.

The request should include an assessment of
the effect of the modification, alteration, or
repair on the unsafe condition addressed by
this AD; and, if the unsafe condition has not
been eliminated, the request should include
specific proposed actions to address it.

Compliance: Initial and repetitive
inspections required as indicated below, and
any necessary replacement required prior to
further flight as indicated in the body of this
AD. The initial inspection may already have
been accomplished in accordance with AD
97–17–03, which is superseded by this AD;
or in accordance with AD 97–13–11, which
was superseded by AD 97–17–03.

Initial Inspections
—Group 1 Airplanes: Required upon the

accumulation of 2,000 hours time-in-
service (TIS) on each lower spar cap or
within 50 flight hours after the effective
date of this AD, whichever occurs later,
unless already accomplished (compliance
with AD 97–17–03 or AD 97–13–11), and
thereafter at intervals specified in the
Repetitive Inspections chart in this section
of the AD.

—Group 2 Airplanes: Required upon the
accumulation of 2,200 hours TIS on each
lower spar cap or within 50 flight hours
after the effective date of this AD,
whichever occur later, unless already
accomplished (compliance with AD 97–
17–03 or AD 97–13–11), and thereafter at
intervals specified in the Repetitive
Inspections chart in this section of the AD.

—Group 3 Airplanes: Required upon the
accumulation of 6,400 hours TIS on each
lower spar cap or within 50 flight hours
after the effective date of this AD,
whichever occurs later, unless already
accomplished (compliance with AD 97–
17–03 or AD 97–13–11), and thereafter at
intervals specified in the Repetitive
Inspections chart in this section of the AD.

—Group 4 Airplanes: As presented below.
For S/N’s T34–236, G1–107, G1–108, and

G10–139: Required upon the accumulation of
2,600 hours TIS on each lower spar cap or
within the next 50 hours TIS after the
effective date of this AD, whichever occurs
later; and thereafter at intervals specified in
the Repetitive Inspections chart in this
section of the AD.

For S/N 5010R: Required upon the
accumulation of 5,530 hours TIS on each
lower spar cap or within the next 50 hours
TIS after the effective date of this AD,
whichever occurs later; and thereafter at
intervals specified in the Repetitive
Inspections chart in this section of the AD.

For S/N 5038R: Required upon the
accumulation of 5,900 hours TIS on each
lower spar cap or within the next 50 hours
TIS after the effective date of this AD,
whichever occurs later; and thereafter at
intervals specified in the Repetitive
Inspections chart in this section of the AD.

For S/N’s 5031R and 5047R: Required
upon the accumulation of 6,400 hours TIS on
each lower spar cap or within the next 50
hours TIS after the effective date of this AD,
whichever occurs later; and thereafter at
intervals specified in the Repetitive
Inspections chart in this section of the AD.

For S/N 5085R: Required upon the
accumulation of 6,290 hours TIS on each
lower spar cap or within the next 50 hours
TIS after the effective date of this AD,
whichever occurs later; and thereafter at
intervals specified in the Repetitive
Inspections chart in this section of the AD.

Repetitive Inspections

The following gives the required repetitive
inspection intervals based on the situation
found during the last inspection and the
method of inspection utilized:

Situation
Magnetic
particle

(hours TIS)

Ultrasonic
(hours TIS)

Eddy
current

(hours TIS)

No cracks ................................................................................................................................................. 500 400 450
No cracks; and cold work accomplished per SB–AG–39* ...................................................................... 1,500 1,200 1,300
No cracks; cold work accomplished per SB–AG–39; and butterfly plates, part number (P/N) 20211–

09 and 20211–11 installed per CK–AG–29, Part II** ........................................................................... 2,500 1,950 2,150
Small crack found; cold work to remove crack accomplished per SB–AG–39***, or CK–AG–29, Part

I, accomplished to remove crack, and then cold work accomplished per SB–AG–39****. ................. 950 750 825
Small crack found; cold work to remove crack accomplished per SB–AG–39***, or CK–AG–29, Part

I, accomplished to remove crack, and then cold work accomplished per SB–AG–39; and butterfly
plates, part number (P/N) 20211–09 and 20211–11, installed per CK–AG–29, Part II ...................... 1,550 1,200 1,350

* Aircraft S/N’s G10–137, G10–140 and G10–141 were cold worked at the factory and may follow this repetitive inspection interval.
** Aircraft S/N’s T34–236, G1–107, G1–108, and G10–139 were cold worked and had the butterfly plates installed at the factory and may fol-

low this repetitive inspection interval.
*** If a crack is small enough, it may be removed through the reaming associated with the cold work process.
**** Some aircraft owners/operators were issued alternative methods of compliance with AD 97–17–03 to ream the 1⁄4-inch bolt hole to a 5⁄16-

inch diameter.

To detect fatigue cracking of the lower spar
caps, which could result in the wing
separating from the airplane with consequent
loss of control of the airplane, accomplish the
following:

(a) Inspect, using magnetic particle,
ultrasonic or eddy current procedures, the 1⁄4
inch and 5⁄16 inch bolt hole areas on each
lower spar cap for fatigue cracking.

Accomplish the inspection in accordance
with Ayres Service Bulletin No. (SB) SB–AG–
39, dated September 17, 1996, and SB SB–
AG–39 Rev. 1, dated December 12, 1997. The
cracks may emanate from the bolt hole on the
face of the spar cap or they may occur in the
shaft of the hole; both areas must be
inspected.

(1) The magnetic particle inspection must
follow American Society for Testing
Materials (ASTM) E1444–94A, using wet
particles meeting the requirements of the
Society for Automotive Engineers (SAE) AMS
3046.

Caution: The wings must be firmly
supported during the inspection to prevent
movement of the spar caps when the splice
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blocks are removed. This will allow easier
realignment of the splice block holes and the
holes in the spar cap for bolt insertion.

(2) Ultrasonic or eddy current inspection
procedures must be approved by the FAA. To
obtain FAA approval, send your proposed
procedure to the Manager, Atlanta Aircraft
Certification (ACO), One Crown Center, 1895
Phoenix Boulevard, Suite 450, Atlanta,
Georgia 30349. Removal of the splice block
is not required for either the ultrasonic or
eddy current inspections, unless corrosion is
visible.

(3) All inspections required by this AD
shall be accomplished by a Level 2 or Level
3 inspector certified for that inspection
method using the guidelines established by
the American Society for Nondestructive
Testing or MIL–STD–410.

(b) If any cracking is found during any
inspection required by this AD and if the
crack is too large to be removed by the
reaming used in the cold work process of
Ayres SB No. SB–AG–39, dated September
17, 1996, or by using the method specified
in Part I of Ayres Custom Kit No. CK–AG–
29, dated December 23, 1997, prior to further
flight, replace the affected lower spar cap in
accordance with the applicable maintenance
manual. Upon replacement of a spar cap,
total hours TIS starts over for that particular
lower spar cap. Use the compliance time
specified in the Repetitive Inspection chart in
the Compliance section of this AD to
determine when the inspection is required.

(c) If any cracking is found during the
inspections required by this AD, submit a
report of inspection findings to the Manager,
Atlanta ACO, One Crown Center, 1895
Phoenix Boulevard, Suite 450, Atlanta,
Georgia 30349; facsimile: (770) 703–6097; at
the applicable time specified in paragraph
(c)(1) or (c)(2) of this AD. The report must
include a description of any cracking found;
the airplane serial number and engine model
number; the total number of flight hours on
the lower spar cap that is found cracked; time
since last inspection, if applicable; and the
time on the spar cap when the bolt holes
were cold worked or when the butterfly plate
was installed, if applicable. Information
collection requirements contained in this
regulation have been approved by the Office
of Management and Budget (OMB) under the
provisions of the Paperwork Reduction Act of
1980 (44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.) and have been
assigned OMB Control Number 2120–0056.

(1) For airplanes on which the inspection
is accomplished after the effective date of
this AD, submit the report within 10 days
after performing the inspection required by
paragraph (a) of this AD.

(2) For airplanes on which the inspection
has been accomplished in accordance with
AD 97–17–03, which is superseded by this
AD; or by AD 97–13–11, which was
superseded by AD 97–17–03, submit the
report within 10 days after the effective date
of this AD, unless already accomplished.

(d) Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with sections 21.197 and 21.199
of the Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
21.197 and 21.199) to operate the airplane to
a location to accomplish the modification
requirements of this AD provided the
following is followed:

(1) The hopper is empty.
(2) Vne is reduced to 126 miles per hour

(109 knots).
(3) Flight into known turbulence is

prohibited.
(e) An alternative method of compliance or

adjustment of the initial or repetitive
compliance times that provides an equivalent
level of safety may be approved by the
Manager, Atlanta ACO, One Crown Center,
1895 Phoenix Boulevard, Suite 450, Atlanta,
Georgia 30349.

(1) The request shall be forwarded through
an appropriate FAA Maintenance Inspector,
who may add comments and then send it to
the Manager, Atlanta ACO.

(2) Alternative methods of compliance
approved in accordance with AD 97–17–03,
which is superseded by this AD; or in
accordance with AD 97–13–11, which was
superseded by AD 97–17–03, are approved as
alternative methods of compliance with this
AD unless otherwise noted by this AD.

Note 2: Information concerning the
existence of approved alternative methods of
compliance with this AD, if any, may be
obtained from the Atlanta ACO.

(f) All persons affected by this directive
may obtain copies of the documents referred
to herein upon request to Ayres Corporation,
P.O. Box 3090, One Rockwell Avenue,
Albany, Georgia 31706–3090; or may
examine these documents at the FAA,
Central Region, Office of the Regional
Counsel, Room 1558, 601 E. 12th Street,
Kansas City, Missouri 64106.

(g) This amendment supersedes AD 97–17–
03, Amendment 39–10105.

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri, on January
6, 1999.
Michael K. Dahl,
Acting Manager, Small Airplane Directorate,
Aircraft Certification Service.
[FR Doc. 99–684 Filed 1–12–99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910–13–U

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 98–NM–383–AD]

RIN 2120–AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Boeing
Model 737 Series Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.
ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: This document proposes the
adoption of a new airworthiness
directive (AD) that is applicable to all
Boeing Model 737 series airplanes. This
proposal would require repetitive
displacement tests of the secondary
slide in the dual concentric servo valve
of the power control unit (PCU) for the
rudder, and replacement of the valve

assembly with a modified valve
assembly, if necessary. This proposal is
prompted by reports of cracking found
in PCU secondary servo valve slides.
The actions specified by the proposed
AD are intended to prevent failure of the
secondary slide and consequent rudder
hardover and reduced controllability of
the airplane.
DATES: Comments must be received by
February 12, 1999.
ADDRESSES: Submit comments in
triplicate to the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Transport
Airplane Directorate, ANM–114,
Attention: Rules Docket No. 98–NM–
383–AD, 1601 Lind Avenue, SW.,
Renton, Washington 98055–4056.
Comments may be inspected at this
location between 9:00 a.m. and 3:00
p.m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

The service information referenced in
the proposed rule may be obtained from
Boeing Commercial Airplane Group,
P.O. Box 3707, Seattle, Washington
98124–2207. This information may be
examined at the FAA, Transport
Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind
Avenue, SW., Renton, Washington.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: R.C.
Jones, Aerospace Engineer, Systems and
Equipment Branch, ANM–130S, FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate, Seattle
Aircraft Certification Office, 1601 Lind
Avenue, SW., Renton, Washington
98055–4056; telephone (425) 227–1118;
fax (425) 227–1181.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited

Interested persons are invited to
participate in the making of the
proposed rule by submitting such
written data, views, or arguments as
they may desire. Communications shall
identify the Rules Docket number and
be submitted in triplicate to the address
specified above. All communications
received on or before the closing date
for comments, specified above, will be
considered before taking action on the
proposed rule. The proposals contained
in this notice may be changed in light
of the comments received.

Comments are specifically invited on
the overall regulatory, economic,
environmental, and energy aspects of
the proposed rule. All comments
submitted will be available, both before
and after the closing date for comments,
in the Rules Docket for examination by
interested persons. A report
summarizing each FAA-public contact
concerned with the substance of this
proposal will be filed in the Rules
Docket.
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